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fter bre^kfsg c end before getting lato th* acre pres ing work, * ve be*5n 
glancing through ta* printout or the FPOC file# I coir*© to the duplication of the 
12/3/03 Brown (FBI) report of hi* Interview w’.th r ohn Oorporen and not* what I 
do pot recall from other reports and whet ^ddresaes an apparent mastery I faced 
in treeing the history of this fpoteg** *;nd Its copyin in various terras* 1 cuota 
the beginning of the second paragraph: 

"Mir* C?R /HdK atoted that single- frome .prints were mode of part?, of the 
silent film when jjwu 14 waa distributing leaflets and these rriuta Lava already 
been furnished to the i’BI $ad the secret Service# ^e stated t&:t « stixids 
dullest* print of the ailejat; film of 'SXJkhd zistributiag leefiets heu been 
fdrni^aed to tus secret Service. w« said ne wt4<5 arrenging through Lis film staff 
to aava a copy of all three films clips nksde today for the FBI### 11 

• This pretty clearly states several things; that the three films were 

not :nede into one until .12/3/63, end tuet . D \X3 a*d, is feet, done tan printin'- of 
the stills fv tiw feebssa* 

without caec-klsg b*c!c on your interview witL&jeh, 1 think this 
also corroborates whet led me to esk you to interview him, ray belief ha bad done 
it. vof this should mean there remain, somewhere, unle&a thrown o»sy f mislaid or 
t*ken, tuv» negetivtee fro which these prints wers mode. 
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1 l^n, *fcen 1 oe», write the 5S ^nd Planer, f^r I rsw none in tba 
rohlves 1 c°a identify ?jo taesc origin* Is end Inner seu'Kied t- think the feds 
ta*<5 done taeir own printing. 

Or the /ICC file: did you ^fce s>n inventory of i tV 

Lav* y^u ever made e liat of the Ltf controls ^»ni wnich asve* 

At lo*at for the ti o being, I’ll keep tain file entirely together* 

?»aen * h»vu» a currco to go ov^: it cerefully Lsad iu ta^ cbam>l uxumiaation one of 
the provocative things i f va notices La that the uiglay t*/l&/63 report of ais 
earlier interview with Oswald seems to be d«Bruoy t s repetition of it r?.ther ih*n 
the original), I f ll card each item separately, ^hic will b«? g lsrg* J^b, on? if 
you*vo done it in nny f-?rm, much time would be saved* !4uch o ' it la familiar, but 
I *m not certs ir- that 11 familiar it^ma are identical with * nave/ h?>ve 3$.m* 

The S3 transcription of tu# "debate' docs Lav the accurate vs aion 
of 0*tr«dU acying he was n under iac protection' of the government and than 
correcting it (from 1R87;226. 

Also included iu 33 ^ont 705, watch load to my asking you to a** Bush* 
Iu tui a context, t**e ©urAuuxy (else ^ihj20j 1 eves uo uoufrfc of uy iaterpratutioa; 

f *.aoto^r8puu u d fi la clips ef Oswald end two other 

subjects passing out.*.?»*re obtulnsd*.* tf TLa film wss aot then (before 12/2) 
spliced into h single reel, nnu the phot 0£rsnh3 vrero provided by the stations* 

On the things 1 should hsve noted before and aidant: CR126 (poes 75), 
12/6/65 JBI i^eruundex report, is foreohortened ami says he spotted liift 12/0 M ea he 
wao psa3iag the international 1 rode Mort n * uot on Cenal* 

Burrlodly, 
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